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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's Amendment filed on July 14, 2006 in response to Examiner's Office Action 
has been reviewed. 

2. Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. , 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Saeki, US Patent 
Application Publication No. 2004/0039730. 

As to claim 1, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed, comprising: 
(a) storing query web interface data, including attributes for a database, in one more 

tables [storing query statement (SQL format) including attributes such as "AA", "CC" or "EE" in 

a physical table, see fig. 8; 0078; 0081]; 
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(b) retrieving the attributes from the table and displaying the attributes on a graphical user 
interface web page for user selection [candidate items which are contained in the displayed tables 
can be freely selected, 0087]; 

(c) dynamically generating a SQL query based on the attributes selected by the user 
[selection for items based on predetermined SQL, 0034-0035]; and 

(d) displaying results of the SQL query to the user in graphical format [result data, see 
fig. 12-13], thereby enabling dynamic generation of custom queries [normalized query 
statements, fig. 8-14]. 

As to claim 15, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed, comprising: 
a client computer coupled to a network [user terminal, fig. 1]; a server coupled to the network in 
communication with the client computer [application server and database server, 0062; fig. 1]; 
and a query engine executing on the server [search engine, 0133], the query engine functioning 
to, generate and display GUI pages on the client computer for user selection of database 
attributes [0064], using the inputs provided by the user to automatically generate a SQL query to 
retrieve data from a database and display results of the query to the user in graphical format, 
thereby enabling dynamic generation of custom queries [SI 01 -SI lo of fig. 6, 1; ab]. 

As to claim 2, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
displaying the attributes as a functionally categorized listing of query attributes [0091-0094]. 
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As to claim 3, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
that the graphic format for displaying the results includes an X-axis and Y-axis [see fig. 8-9]. 

As to claim 4, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
that in order to generate the SQL query, requiring at least a first attribute to be plotted along the 
X-axis, a second attribute to be plotted along the Y-axis, wherein the first attribute comprises an 
X attributes and the second attribute comprises a Y attribute, and a process factor to apply to the 
Y attribute [fig. 8-9]. 

As to claim 5, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
allowing the user to select a series attribute, wherein the series attribute represents a query 
parameter that is used to group Y attribute values plotted [grouping A, B, C, fig. 7]. 

As to claim 6, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
allowing the user to select a filter, wherein the filter is a group of attributes that are used to 
restrict the scope of a query [fig. 7]. 

As to claim 7, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
allowing the user to form a query from a basic query page or a query customization page [fig. 8; 
0035; 0091]. 
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As to claim 8, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
displaying on the basic query page rows of attributes, where each row includes a field for an 
attribute type, an attribute description, and process factors that are used to calculate Y attribute 
values [name, salary, premium, tax, to calculate Y attribute values, see fig. 12]. 

As to claim 9, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
allowing queries to be formed as single attribute queries or multiple attribute queries, wherein a 
single attribute query only includes an X attribute where a result of a query is displayed as a 
distribution, and wherein in a multiple attribute query, the user chooses X and Y attributes [fig. 
12-13]. 

As to claim 10, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
storing the attribute data in at least two attribute tables [see fig. 12-13]. 

As to claim 11, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
generating the query by inserting into a SQL SELECT statement, table and column names for the 
selected attributes, an X attribute value set, and a series value set. 

As to claim 12, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
retrieving the table and column names for the selected attributes from one or more of the 
attribute tables. 
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As to claim 13, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
inserting the X attribute value set, and a series value set into a WHERE clause of the SQL 
statement. 

As to claim 14, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
creating respective SQL SELECT statements joined together by a UNION statement for each of 
the X attribute values [fig. 5, 8-9, 13-15; 0009; 0081; 0150]. 

As to claim 16, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
that the query engine comprises a page builder, page builder tables, a query processor, a database 
layer, and presentation logic [0069; fig. 5-9]. 

As to claim 18, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
that the page builder displays the attributes on the GUI pages by accessing the attributes from the 
page builder tables [fig. 1-2; ab]. 

As to claim 20, Saeki teaches the invention substantially as claimed. Saeki further teaches 
that the presentation logic implements a charting engine that displays the results of the executed 
SQL query to the user in tabular or chart format [calculation syntax definition, fig. 8]. 

As to claims 17 and 19, all limitations of these claims have been addressed in the analysis 
above, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 
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Response to Arguments 
4. Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable interpretation in 
light of the specification. 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation. 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given the broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification". Applicant always has the opportunity to amend 
the claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility 
that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 
USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

Applicant argues that Saeki does not teach storing query web interface data, including 
attributes for a database, in one or more tables and retrieving the attributes from the table and 
displaying the attributes on a graphical user interface web page for user selection. 

As to this point, Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner believes that these features 
were taught by Saeki. All retrieval data , data integration, data processing or result data have 
been stored in one or more tables such as physical tables, calculation tables, or display tables in a 
database, and each table has one or more attributes "A", "B", or "C" [see fig. 8-9, 12]. These 
tables are displayed and retrieved by users. SQL query is generated based on attributes selected 
from the user and [see fig. 8] and results of the SQL query is displayed to the users [see fig. 12]. 

Applicant argues that Saeki does not teach using inputs provided by the user to 
automatically generate a SQL query to retrieve data from a database. 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees. See a retrieval SQL request from the user in fig. 7-8 and 
then the system will automatically generate SQL query and display the results to the user [see 
fig. 12, 13]. 

Applicant argues that Saeki fails to teach displaying the attributes as a functionally 
categorized listing of query attributes. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner believes Saeki teaches this feature. Saeki 
teaches a list items to be retrieved, designation of the grouping of items, the designation of a 
sorting order and the designation of output a retrieval result [0091]. The items are arranged in a 
hierarchical levels [see 0094]. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on July 14, 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuy Pardo whose telephone number is 571-272-4082. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

September 29, 2006 
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